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APPELLANT'S REPLY : /§ 

This is in reply to the Examiner's Answer mailed November 5 , 200 1 . SO >2* 

; RECHSVED 5? 1 S 

Item 8 -Claims Appealed -IAN 1 4 2002 ^ 

The examiner is correct. GHC UP 3600 g^t Q 

- > ' Tteiirv : 1 1 : : -' Response toWeUment ;- »»;wrejui.-f:0D- &o uswifr z;\<3.cwi yvjfe; «/!£/■ ]s.:...: 
r ^'Thee*^ 

{V well known 'in Ibis iirt t6 connect niop'buckets with other objects;dndud^ 
' Applicant reads Wells to disfclose only connecting t^o mop Buckets together.^ patent laqks a^y 

teaching about comi'ecting a n&pbueket to - other objects" as stated by the examiner. The examiner's 
staternent^Sbm Gdlv 1 , 0 liries''2Q ' ~>2& iff XreSsS] fe^Gfreqttx Applicant /differs! .feom- the examiner 
concerning the insight to be gained from Wells and Kresse. To the extent the examiner misread 
Wells to disclose connecting a mop bucket with anything other than another mop bucket, that may 
have colored his views about the claimed combination of a cleaning trolley and mop bucket. All 
Kresse disdbsesis fa troiiey^^ axe^o, mop-buckets connected 

togetheV.^TK^ "-" (! . :)} n--- ->v"y-:\: 

?i With respect to' the'exaxninef s ciiaracterization* of applicant's suggestion bn:pag$&ofjits 
briefj^applicant 'did hot" directly ^contend that the'-' examiner; used wtmppimissibtechindsight 
reconstruction. We appreciate that the examiner corps is'adyisertagainstit and. most examiners -.try 
very hard not to "fall* : -vidtim" tb-'liiiidSi^t reconstruction. We merely suggested that it may have 
inadvertently occurred here. Applicant suggests that the teaching and state of knowledge at the time 


i 


the inventor was made was away from the claimed combination. The only knowledge relied upon 
by the examiner from Kresse and Wells is that Kresse discloses a trolley with a trailer and Wells 
discloses two mop buckets connected together. Neither of these patents are broad in teachings or 
disclosures. They are very limited in disclosure. All other conclusions are speculation and 
conjecture. 

For these reasons, we urge the rejection to be reversed. 
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